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Latin America (WOLA) wc have been 
following closely the situation in Argentina for many years. Although 
our primary interest has been monitoring the human rights situation, 
we are aware that human rights is not the only concern at stake in 
U.S. -Argentine relations. Nevertheless, we believe that a shift in 
U.S. human rights policy at this point for reasons of strategic expedi- 
ency would have a negative impact on all aspects of long term U.S.- 
Argentine relations. 

Since 1976, Argentina has been a test case for U.S. human rights 
policy, as a country where both the administration and Congress took 
a leadership role in expressing U.S. repudiation of the grave abuses 
of power of the military regime. This policy towards Argentina has 
had important repercussions; the U.S. disassociated itself with the 
excesses of the regime; the 0AS Inter- American Human Rights Commission 
was invited to visit the country and has recently issued the most 
definitive report on the human rights situation in Argentina and certain 
important prisoners, such as Jacobo Timmerman, were released. 

Presently it appears that U.S. policy towards Argentina is under 
reevaluation. Increasingly warm U.S. -Argentine relations cause alarm 
and some would suggest that our human rights policy harms other strategic 
U.S. interests in the Southern Cone. It is important to consider the 
validity of these claims and measure what could be gained and lost by 
a change in U.S. policy towards Argentina. 

The Argentine government would undoubtedly interpret any change in 
U.S. policy as the direct result of their decision to not join the grain 
embargo and to pursue closer relations with the USSR. The clear message 
the U.S. sends to Argentina and other countries with a policy shift at 
this crucial moment is that the expedient method to soften the U.S. 
human rights stance is to improve relations with the Soviet Union. The 
USSR and Argentina presently have a mutually beneficial trade and diplo- 
matic relationship, based on complementary production patterns and a 
common interest in silencing human rights inquiries in international 
fora. This relationship exposes the contradictions of both regimes, a 
fact not lost to many Argentines. To suggest that this mutually advan- 
tageous -relationship could develop further, with Argentina becoming an 
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